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DAVID W. CUMMINGS v. DEVCON
ENTERPRISES, INC., ET AL.

(AC 35286)

Gruendel, Prescott and Borden, Js.

Argued December 4—officially released December 30, 2014

Plaintiff’s appeal from the Superior Court in the judi-
cial district of Hartford, Complex Litigation Docket,
Dubay, J.

Per Curiam. The judgment is affirmed.

VIDAL GAMEZ-REYES v. DONALD F. BIAGI, JR.
(AC 33459)

Lavine, Alvord and Keller, Js.

Notice of board’s decision sent to parties November 13, 2014—officially
released December 30, 2014

ALVORD, J. The October 27, 2014 decision of the
Workers’ Compensation Review Board with respect to
the issue of interpreter’s fees is affirmed.


